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1
REDUCTANT DELIVERY PERFORMANCE
DIAGNOSTICS SYSTEM

BACKGROUND

Selective catalytic reduction (“SCR”) systems are used to
reduce emissions in the exhaust of diesel engines. One
method applied by SCR systems involves the addition of a
gaseous or liquid reductant (also referred to as a reducing
agent), such as ammonia or urea, to the exhaust gas stream
from an engine. The reductant is thereby absorbed onto a
catalyst where the reductant reacts with nitrogen oxides
(“NO,”) in the exhaust gas to form water vapor and nitrogen.

The amount of reduction added to the NO, conversion
system depends on the amount of NO, exhaust that is pro-
duced by the engine. NO, conversion systems therefore mea-
sure the generated NO, and then determine a corresponding
amount of reductant added to the exhaust stream based on the
pressure differential between the exhaust stream and the
reductant supply system. A physical or virtual sensor may
detectthe NO, concentration of the exhaust flow, allowing the
SCR to determine the appropriate dosage of ammonia to be
injected into the exhaust stream. A reductant delivery system
can then deliver the appropriate dosage of ammonia by
adjusting certain parameters in the reduction delivery system
by way of a pump and a control valve. The flow rate for the
dosage of reductant can be calculated by a one-dimensional
fluid equation, or a one-dimensional gas equation using sig-
nals from various sensors in the system. For example, the
system may use information obtained from pressure sensors,
temperature sensors, and the flow path cross sectional area of
the reductant delivery system.

For a variety of reasons, however, the actual amount of the
reductant supplied into the exhaust stream may differ from
the calculated or intended amount. That is, the actual flow of
reductant into the exhaust stream may not be accurately deter-
mined by the equipment. For example, one of more of the
pressure sensors in the exhaust gas purification system may
degrade, malfunction, or drift causing faulty measurements.
Also, clogs and corrosions may occur in the flow path of the
reductant delivery or exhaust systems. These issues may
result in a faulty measurement thereby causing the system to
improperly calculate in the amount of reductant dosage that is
actually supplied to the NO, exhaust. As a result of such a
faulty dosage, the NO, conversion efficiency will decrease
and the NO, emissions will increase.

Employing a diagnostics system can ensure that the actual
reductant dosage matches the desired dosage. A diagnostics
system can monitor the actual flow of the reductant to ensure
that the actual flow matches the desired flow necessary for
proper NO, conversion. Performing diagnostics can detect
when the calculated flow rate of the reductant differs from the
actual flow rate of the reductant and help determine the cause
for the discrepancy.

SUMMARY

Embodiments described herein relate to a method for diag-
nosing reductant delivery performance of a NO_ conversion
system. In one embodiment, an outlet pressure sensor is pro-
vided at a reductant outlet of a reductant delivery system and
avirtual pressure sensor is provided in an exhaust stream at a
location where the reductant is injected into the exhaust
stream. The method comprises calculating a downstream
reductant flow rate using the outlet pressure sensor and the
virtual pressure sensor; and calculating an upstream reductant
flow rate within the reductant delivery system using at least
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one of a temperature sensor, a pressure sensor and a control
valve. The calculated downstream reductant flow rate is com-
pared with the calculated upstream reductant flow rate, and
diagnostics is conducted based on the results from the com-
parison of the calculated reductant flow rates.

Another embodiment provides a system for diagnosing
reductant delivery performance of a NO, conversion system.
The system comprises a reductant delivery system configured
for generating a reductant flow. The reductant delivery system
comprises at least one reductant gas pressure sensor, at least
one reductant gas temperature sensor, at least one control
valve and at least one delivery system outlet. The system also
comprises a reductant delivery line configured for delivering
reductant from the reductant delivery system to an exhaust
stream of an engine. The reductant delivery line comprises an
injection mixer. The system also comprises an outlet pressure
sensor installed at the outlet of the reductant delivery system,
and a virtual pressure sensor installed in the exhaust stream at
the injection mixer. The system may also comprise a control
mechanism configured for calculating the flow rate of reduc-
tant within the reductant delivery system.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

FIG. 1 depicts a flow chart for a method of diagnosing a
NO, conversion system in accordance with an embodiment of
the present technology.

FIG. 2 depicts an embodiment of a NO, conversion system
with an engine in accordance with an embodiment of the
present technology.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

The present technology presents methods and systems for
performing diagnostics on the delivery performance of a
reductant delivery system. In particular, the present technol-
ogy provides methods and systems for performing diagnos-
tics on a reductant delivery system that comprises a gaseous
reductant flowing at a super-sonic flow rate.

Injecting a reductant into an exhaust stream is an effective
method to reduce NO, emissions and comply with EPA stan-
dards. In using this method, the flow of the reductant into the
exhaust stream should be monitored to ensure that the appro-
priate amount of reductant is being supplied to achieve the
proper conversion. Typically, the reductant flow is monitored
using various sensors (e.g., temperature and pressure sensors)
in a reductant delivery system along with the known flow
areas, which can be adjusted using control valves. For
example, the if the temperature and pressure of a reductant
delivery system is known, and the flow area as controlled by
a control valve is known, the amount of reductant flow can be
calculated using a one-dimensional fluid or gas equation.

Problems can arise, however, when one of the sensors has
drifted or malfunctioned, or where the control valve does not
provide a true flow area (e.g., where the flow pipes have
become clogged or corroded). If a pressure sensor is provid-
ing a faulty reading, then the actual flow of reductant supplied
will not match the expected reductant flow generated by the
one-dimensional equation. In this situation, an improper
amount of reductant may be delivered to the exhaust stream
resulting in a reduction in conversion efficiency. [tis therefore
desirable to provide a system and/or method for performing
diagnostics on the reductant delivery system to monitor for a
sensor drift or malfunction issue.

In sub-sonic flowing reductant delivery systems (i.e., sys-
tems that circulate reductant at a flow rate that is below the
speed of sound), upstream sensors and gauges can promptly
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recognize downstream changes made to the system. For
example, when an upstream control valve is opened to change
the flow rate, a downstream pressure sensor will promptly
recognize the resultant change in pressure. Accordingly,
intrusive diagnostics methods can be used to recognize shifts
or malfunctions in the equipment of a sub-sonic reductant
delivery system. Intrusive diagnostics methods involve
changing the flow rate by opening or closing a control valve
and monitoring the change in readings at the various sensors.
Ifthe sensors respond to the change in flow rate appropriately,
then the system is working appropriately and no changes need
to be made. However, if a sensor does not appropriately
respond to the flow rate change within a prescribed time,
and/or the deviation exceeds a prescribed value, a fault code
can be issued for such a sensor, which can allow the system to
continue to accurately monitor the flow rate.

Specifically, when the flow area of a control valve is
changed, the reading on the pressure sensor located upstream
of'the control valve should have a corresponding value that is
in consistent with the change in flow area. If the pressure
sensor does not reflect the change, however (and continues to
do so after further testing), then a fault code for this pressure
sensor will be entered to adjust for the sensor misread. In
other words, diagnostics can be performed by intrusively
changing the upstream and downstream conditions (i.e., tem-
perature, pressure, flow area) and monitoring the flow
response. When the monitored response is not as expected
based on the change in conditions, this serves as an indication
that at least one piece of equipment is not working properly,
and further diagnostics can be performed to find the root
cause of the issue. For control of the reductant delivery sys-
tem control, prescribed information and/or signals can be
provided to replace or accommodate for the faulty sensor
thereby allowing so that an appropriate dosage can be deliv-
ered.

These intrusive methods are suitable for use in NO, con-
version systems that employ liquid ammonia or other sub-
sonic flowing reductant fluids. The same methods cannot be
used, however, in NO, conversion systems that employ super-
sonic (i.e., above the speed of sound) flowing reductant. For
example, in certain NO, conversion systems, solid ammonia
is used as a source for reductant. In such systems, solid
ammonia (or ammonia metal) is heated via an external heat-
ing source. This heating creates a gaseous ammonia that
generates a high pressure in a reductant delivery system. And
because the pressure of the gaseous ammonia is significantly
higher than the pressure of the exhaust flow, the flow of the
reductant in the reductant delivery system is super-sonic. In a
super-sonic system, because of the high flow speed, changes
that occur downstream may not be detectable by upstream
sensors. Similarly, a change in downstream conditions may
not have any effect on the flow rate. Accordingly, the present
technology provides a method and system for conducting
diagnostics in a reductant delivery system that employs
super-sonic flowing reductant.

FIG. 1 depicts a schematic diagram of a NO, conversion
system 100 in accordance with the present technology. The
NO, conversion system 100 includes an engine 160, which
can be a diesel engine, for example, and an exhaust line 170.
The NO conversion system 100 also includes a reductant
delivery system 120, which generates gaseous ammonia for
delivery into the exhaust line 170, via areductant delivery line
140.

The reductant delivery system 120 may include a start
cartridge 110 and additional solid reductant cartridges (112,
114 and 116) which may comprise, for example, solid ammo-
nia. In between the reductant cartridges (112, 114 and 116)
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and the start cartridge 110 are a main pressure sensor 124 and
a directional check valve 136. In practice, the solid reductant
cartridges are heated by an external heating source (not
shown), thereby generating gaseous reductant. In certain
embodiments, the gaseous reductant may be gaseous ammo-
nia, for example. The main pressure sensor 124 monitors the
pressure of the gaseous reductant at the directional check
valve 136. When the pressure at the directional check valve
136 reaches a certain threshold, the gaseous reductant flows
through the valve 136.

Downstream from the directional check valve 136, the
reductant is split into two delivery lines 128 and 130. In the
first delivery line 128 (depicted at the top of the reductant
delivery system 120 in FIG. 1), a second directional check
valve 138 is positioned to control the flow of gaseous reduc-
tant in the reductant delivery system 120. That is, when the
pressure at the directional check valve 138 reaches a certain
threshold, the gaseous reductant can flow through the valve
138. A shut-off valve 132 and a control valve 134 are posi-
tioned in the second delivery line 130. Also situated in the
second delivery line 130, between the shut-oft valve 132 and
the control valve 134 are a temperature sensor 126 and a
pressure sensor 122.

The reductant delivery system 120 also comprises a reduc-
tant outlet 150, whereby the reductant exits the reductant
delivery system 120 to the reductant delivery line 140. The
reductant delivery line 140 delivers the reductant from the
reductant delivery system 120 to the exhaust line 170, which
runs from the engine 160. An outlet pressure sensor 142 is
positioned at the outlet 150 for monitoring the pressure of the
reductant at the outlet 150. The reductant delivery line 140
also comprises areductant injector 146 for injecting reductant
into the exhaust stream of at a location 172 of the exhaust line
170. Accordingly, exhaust comprising NO, will flow from the
engine 160, through the exhaust line 170 and react with the
reductant at location 172. A particulate filter 174 may be
positioned downstream from location 172 for removing die-
sel particulate matter or soot from the exhaust gas stream of
the engine 160. In certain embodiments, the particulate filter
174 may be a NO, particulate filter (“NPF”*) which combines
the NO, conversion and filtering capabilities together. Down-
stream from the particulate filter 174, the converted exhaust
stream flows out of the exhaust line 170.

A virtual pressure sensor 144 is provided inside the exhaust
line 170 at location 172. The virtual pressure sensor 144 may
use software, for example, to calculate a virtual pressure in
the exhaust line 170 based on information from the exhaust
flow and upstream pressure.

By adding the virtual pressure sensor 144 and the outlet
pressure sensor 142, the present technology provides a way to
provide diagnostics on the reductant flow within the reductant
delivery system. When operating correctly, the pressure val-
ues monitored by the virtual pressure sensor 144 and the
outlet pressure sensor 142 will bear a relationship to one
another that is dependent upon the flow rate of the reductant
through the reductant delivery line 140. Accordingly, using
the virtual pressure sensor 144 and the outlet pressure sensor,
142 a reductant flow rate can be obtained, because the flow at
those sensors is sub-sonic.

When the equipment of the reductant delivery system 120
is working properly, including the lines, valves and sensors,
the flow of the gaseous reductant can be calculated based on
the parameters at the pressure sensor 122, the temperature
sensor 126 and the settings of the shut-off valve 132 and the
control valve 134. However, when one of the sensors, valves,
or lines is malfunctioning or not working properly, the actual
amount of gaseous ammonia delivered will not be as calcu-



US 9,399,942 B2

5

lated. In certain embodiments of the present technology, the
heating of the solid reductant to produce gaseous reductant
may result in super-sonic flow of the reductant within the
reductant delivery system. Accordingly, in certain embodi-
ments, it will not be possible to perform diagnostics intru-
sively within the reductant delivery system. However, as
described above, the reductant flow within the reductant
delivery line 140 can be used in the diagnostics because the
flow in that line is sub-sonic and outside of the reductant
delivery system.

Though the flow rate within the reductant delivery system
120 may be super-sonic, the flow rate outside of the reductant
delivery system 120, in particular, within the reductant deliv-
ery line 140 can be sub-sonic. Using the outlet pressure sensor
142 and virtual pressure sensor 144, the downstream flow rate
of'reductant in the reductant delivery line can be obtained, and
this flow rate is independent of the sensors and the control
valve area inside the reductant delivery system. This flow rate
can be compared with the upstream flow rate within the
reductant delivery system 120, as calculated by the sensors
and valves within the reductant delivery system 120. In a
properly functioning system, the flow rate calculated for the
reductant delivery line 140 should be comparable to the flow
rate calculated by the reductant delivery system 120.

Depending on the conditions and other circumstances in
the system, the upstream flow rate may differ slightly from the
downstream reductant flow rate. However, when the calcu-
lated flow rates differ significantly, it can serve as an indica-
tion that there is an error in one or both of the calculations.
Whether a difference is considered a significant difference
sufficient to indicate an error will depend on the particular
conditions of the particular system. Therefore, in certain
embodiments of the present technology, a predetermined
value, or a threshold, may be established for a particular
system to indicate that an error has occurred. For example, in
certain embodiments, when the calculated upstream reduc-
tant flow rate differs by more 10% from the calculated down-
stream reductant flow rate, the system will recognize that a
calculation error has occurred. In certain embodiments, the
predetermined value necessary to indicate an error may be
more or less than 10%. The predetermined value or threshold
may be determined based on emission requirements set forth
by legislation, or other governing body, for example.

When the calculated reductant flow rates differ by more
than a predetermined threshold, then diagnostics can be per-
formed to determine whether the error is with the calculation
of the upstream reductant flow rate or the downstream reduc-
tant flow rate. Because the downstream reductant flow is
sub-sonic, intrusive diagnostics can be used to determine
whether there is a problem with the outlet pressure sensor
142, the virtual pressure sensor 144, or the flow path of the
reductant delivery line 140. If the result of the intrusive diag-
nostics identifies a fault with one or more of the aforemen-
tioned components of the reductant delivery line or exhaust
line, then the system can recognize the issue and further
diagnostics can be performed to issue a corresponding fault
code.

If, after conducting intrusive diagnostics on the reductant
delivery line indicates that the calculation of the downstream
reductant flow rate is accurate, then it can be deduced that the
difference in the two calculations is a result of an error in the
upstream reductant flow rate calculation. With the knowledge
that the downstream flow rate calculation is accurate, diag-
nostics can be performed on the reductant delivery system to
determine whether one or more of the pressure sensor, tem-
perature sensor, or the control valve area is at fault. Accord-
ingly, the present technology provides a way to conduct diag-
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nostics on a reductant delivery system where the reductant
flow within the system is super-sonic. The present technology
provides a way to conduct diagnostics that is independent of
the sensor signals inside the reductant delivery system.

The present technology also provides a method for con-
ducting diagnostics of a NO, conversion system. FIG. 2
depicts a flow diagram of a method 200 for conducting diag-
nostics in accordance with an embodiment of the present
technology. In FIG. 2, various symbols are used to represent
certain features of the method. Those symbols can be inter-
preted as follows:

P 5,.7: r€presents the pressure measured at the outlet pres-
sure sensor (e.g., outlet pressure sensor 142 depicted in FIG.
1).

P, represents the pressure measured at the virtual pressures
sensor (e.g., virtual pressure sensor 144).

A represents the reductant flow area within the reductant
delivery system as controlled by the control valve (e.g., con-
trol valve 134).

MU represents the upstream reductant flow rate, as calcu-
lated by the pressure sensor (e.g., pressure sensor 122) and
temperature sensor (e.g., temperature sensor 126) of the
reductant delivery system, and the flow area A provided by the
control valve.

MD represents the downstream reductant flow rate within
the reductant delivery line as calculated from P, and P,.

TH represents the predetermined threshold for identifying
an error in the calculation of one of the upstream flow rate
MU, or downstream flow rate MD.

FIG. 2 depicts a repeating method for monitoring and
conducting diagnostics on a NO, conversion system. Box 201
signifies the start of the method. At step 210, the measured
upstream flow rate MU is compared with the downstream
flow rate MD and calculated over particular time window. For
example, the upstream flow rate MU within the reductant
delivery system may be calculated for a period of 10 second
using the information provided by the pressure sensor 122,
temperature sensor 126 and control valve 134. This value is
compared with the downstream flow rate MD as calculated by
outlet pressure sensor 142 and virtual pressure sensor 144.

Atstep 220 the comparison of the two flow rates are applied
to a comparison equation. For example, the flow rates may be
compared using the particular equation, based on the integral
of the calculated flow rates over a time interval using the
following equation:

JIMD-MU\dtsTH

Where the results of the comparison are less than the prede-
termined threshold TH, then the comparison signifies that
there are no errors in the calculation. Accordingly, the method
proceeds down path 221 to step 222, where a time window is
incremented, and then the process starts over at the start, or
step 201. This cycle allows for continual monitoring of the
flow rate equations. When no issues or errors are detected, no
adjustments need to be taken, and the monitoring process
continues.

If, however, the results of the comparison result in a differ-
ence greater than the predetermined threshold TH, then there
is a problem with one or both of the flow rate calculations and
diagnostics must be conducted. Because the comparison is
not less than TH, the method proceeds down path 225 to step
230. At step 230 the method considers whether the calculation
of'the downstream flow rate MD is at fault at step 230. At step
240 the method detects wither the P,,,,,;.., or P, or both, are at
fault. That is, if there is a problem with one of the outlet
pressure sensor 142 or the virtual pressure sensor 144, then
the difference between the calculated flow rates may be the
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result of the calculation in the downstream flow rate MD.
Intrusive diagnostics can be used at step 240 to determine
whether one or both of the outlet pressure sensor 142 or
virtual pressure sensor 144 are malfunctioning, or operating
inaccurately. For example, when the reductant flow rate is
adjusted by a certain amount, the measurements recorded at
the sensors should respond in a predictable amount.

If'the sensors do not respond to the flow rate adjustment as
anticipated, then the intrusive diagnostics method can deter-
mine which sensor has shifted or is malfunctioning, and the
method proceeds down path 240, and the fault code can be
issued.

If there intrusive diagnostics of the downstream reductant
flow rate calculation determines thatneither P, ., nor P is at
fault, the calculation of the downstream flow rate MD is not at
fault. In this instance, the method would proceed down path
243 to step 232. At step 232 the method logically deduces that
calculation of the upstream flow rate MU is at fault. Accord-
ingly, at step 250, diagnostics would be performed on the
reductant delivery system to determine whether the pressure
P measured by pressure sensor 122, temperature T measured
by the temperature sensor 126, or the flow rate area A con-
trolled by the control valve 134, is at fault. Because the
upstream flow rate MU within the reductant delivery system
should be the same as the downstream flow rate MD in the
reductant delivery line, the downstream flow rate MD can be
used to determine whether the values P, T and A respond
appropriately to a change in the flow rate. Once it is deter-
mined which sensors, instruments and/or flow paths are
faulty, and the value or degree of the fault, a fault code can be
set for the sensors. For example, the control mechanism can
adjust the flow rate algorithms governing the NO, conversion
system to account for the shift, malfunction or other issue
with the sensors, instruments and/or flow paths. After accom-
modating for this adjustment, the method proceeds to step
260 where a time window is incremented, and then the pro-
cess starts over at the start, or step 201.

In certain embodiments the present method can be imple-
mented by running a dynamometer test for a driving cycle to
collect a pressure signal with the instrumental pressure sensor
located in the reductant injection location in the exhaust flow
line 170. Using this experimental data, virtual pressure sensor
144 can be created. Next, the reductant flow rate algorithm
can be generated using the outlet pressure sensor 142 and the
signal from the virtual pressure sensor 144. Diagnostics can
then be created for the reductant delivery flow, and the outlet
pressure sensor 142 using the appropriate one-dimensional
fluid or gas equations. These one-dimensional equations can
be determined or generated by a control mechanism for the
NO, conversion system, for example. Finally, the predeter-
mined diagnostics threshold TH can be determined such that
the reductant NO, conversion system satisfies any emission
requirements set forth by legislation, for example.

The presently described system and method provides way
to conduct diagnostics on a super-sonic reductant delivery
system, without using the sensor signals inside the reductant
delivery system to calculate a flow rate for diagnostics pur-
poses. The present technology therefore solves the diagnos-
tics problem for super-sonic flowing gaseous reductant deliv-
ery systems, including those systems that deliver gaseous
ammonia from a solid ammonia metal source. Moreover, the
present system and method does not require linear depen-
dency in the diagnostics method between the upstream flow
rate and the readings of the sensors in the reductant delivery
system. Accordingly, the present technology provides a
method to detect system malfunctions or sensor shifts with
relatively high accuracy.
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The present technology also provides a method for per-
forming diagnostics during the operation of the reductant
delivery system and under dynamic conditions. This is an
improvement over previous methods that are only operable
under certain conditions and at certain points during the deliv-
ery operation, such as at the start, or end of the operation, or
in certain steady-state conditions. Because the present tech-
nology discloses a system and method that is capable of
conducting diagnostics under dynamic conditions, it
increases the likelihood that malfunctions, sensor drifts, and
other problems will be found sooner and more efficiently
during the reductant delivery process.

The invention claimed is:
1. A method for performing diagnostics of reductant deliv-
ery performance of a NOx conversion system, the method
comprising the steps of:
providing an outlet pressure sensor at a reductant outlet of
a reductant delivery system;

providing a virtual pressure sensor in an exhaust stream at
a location where the reductant is injected into the
exhaust stream;

calculating a downstream reductant flow rate using at least

one of the outlet pressure sensor and the virtual pressure
sensor;
calculating an upstream reductant flow rate within the
reductant delivery system using at least one of a tem-
perature sensor, a pressure sensor and a control valve;

comparing the calculated downstream reductant flow rate
with the calculated upstream reductant flow rate;

and conducting diagnostics based on the results from the

comparison of the calculated downstream reductant
flow rate with the calculated upstream reductant flow
rate.

2. The method of claim 1, wherein said conducting diag-
nostics step further includes issuing a fault code correspond-
ing to a malfunction of at least one sensor of the NOx con-
version system.

3. The method of claim 1, wherein, when the calculated
downstream reductant flow rate differs from the calculated
upstream reductant flow rate by at least a predetermined
threshold, the conducting diagnostics step further includes
determining whether the calculated downstream reductant
flow rate is inaccurate.

4. The method of claim 3, wherein, when the calculated
downstream reductant flow rate is determined to be inaccu-
rate, the conducting diagnostics step further comprises con-
ducting downstream diagnostics to detect a malfunction in at
least one of the outlet pressure sensor and the virtual pressure
Sensor.

5. The method of claim 4, wherein the step of conducting
downstream diagnostics comprises conducting intrusive
diagnostics.

6. The method of claim 5, wherein the intrusive diagnostics
includes monitoring the relationship between the pressure
measured by the outlet pressure sensor and the virtual pres-
sure sensor at two or more different reductant flow rates.

7. The method of claim 3, wherein, the calculated down-
stream reductant flow rate is not determined to be inaccurate,
and further comprising the step of conducting reductant deliv-
ery system diagnostics.

8. The method of claim 7 wherein the step of conducting
reductant delivery system diagnostics detects a fault of at
least one of a reductant gas pressure sensor and a reductant
temperature sensor.

9. The method of claim 1 wherein the reductant is ammo-
nia.
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10. The method of claim 9, wherein the ammonia is ammo-

nia gas inside the reductant delivery system.

11. The method of claim 1, wherein reductant flow inside

the reductant delivery system is super-sonic.

12. The method of claim 11, wherein the reductant flow

outside the reductant delivery system is sub-sonic.

13. A system for diagnosing reductant delivery perfor-

mance of a NOx conversion system comprising:

a reductant delivery system configured for generating a
reductant flow, the reductant delivery system compris-
ing at least one reductant gas pressure sensor, at least one
reductant gas temperature sensor, at least one solid
ammonia cartridge, at least one control valve and at least
one delivery system outlet;

a reductant delivery line configured for delivering reduc-
tant from the reductant delivery system to an exhaust
stream of an engine, the reductant delivery line compris-
ing an injection mixer;

an outlet pressure sensor installed at the outlet of the reduc-
tant delivery system;

a virtual pressure sensor installed in the exhaust stream at
the injection mixer; and

a control mechanism configured for calculating the flow
rate of reductant within the reductant delivery system
and wherein;

the reductant flow in the reductant delivery system com-
prises gaseous ammonia flowing at a super-sonic flow
rate and the reductant flow in the reductant delivery line
comprises ammonia flowing at a sub-sonic flow rate.
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